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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Status 

1 . Int eh preliminary amendment filed on June 17, 2005, claims 1-6 have been cancelled and 
replaced by claims 7-16. Therefore, claims 7-16 are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 13, 14, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The term "of the type" in claim 13 is a relative term which renders the claim indefinite. 
The term "of the type" is not defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a standard 
for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably 
apprised of the scope of the invention. The term "of the type " renders the method for operating a 
vehicle security system indefinite. All dependent claims from claim 13 are also indefinite. 

Claim 14 recites the limitations "said value" in claim 14. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 16 recites the limitations "said determined interference signal" in claim 16. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 16 recites the limitations "said value" in claim 16. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim 16 recites the limitations "said determined interference level" in claim 16. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 7, 13, 14, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Nakano (U.S. Patent 4,783,658). 

Regarding claim 7, Nakano discloses a vehicle security system met by (Fig. 8), access 
control device/action-free authentication element met by (Fig. 7; 100), vehicle-mounted access 
control component met by (Fig. 7; 200), wireless access authorization communications channel 
met by (Figs. 9, 10; SD, SC), access control component generates a securing or releasing access 
control signal met by (Fig. 8; 204), vehicle lock element met by (Fig. 8; 220), one triggering 
element met by (Fig. 7; 210), predefined action range met by (Col. 1, lines 32-35; note, passive 
systems operate with proximity), authentication element location means met by (210, 100; note, 
passive system access authentication occurs when 210 triggers SD and 100 sends SC, which 
occurs when 100 is outside the door of the vehicle and not in the interior of the vehicle), vehicle- 
mounted access control component generates access control signals for vehicle lock element met 
by (Fig. 8; 204, 220), device for carrying out null measurements met by (Fig. 9; 116; Col. 5, lines 
41-45; note RF signal is absent; Fig. 4), device determines interference level met by (Col. 5, line 
43; Va , V N ), transmits an adapted decision threshold value met by (Col. 5, line 55-57; note, V re f 
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modifies preset threshold level, and helps distinguish that 100 is receiving SD from 200 and thus 
is proximate to vehicle). 

Regarding claim 13, Nakano discloses a method of operating a vehicle security system 
met by (Fig. 8), vehicle mounted access control component transmits pulses met by (Fig. 8; 208 
& Fig. 7; 214), authentication element met by (Fig. 7; 100), generates a securing or releasing 
signal met by (Fig. 8; 204), vehicle locking component met by (Fig. 8; 220), only upon receipt 
authentication signal met by (Col. 6, lines 62-67 & Col. 7, lines 1-5; note, SC), authentication 
satisfies a preset criteria met by (Col. 5, lines 64-66; note, in authentication process 100 has to 
authenticate SD prior to sending response SC to 200 for final authentication), a null period 
measuring device met by (Fig. 9; 1 16; Col. 5, lines 41-45; note, RF signal is absent; Fig. 4), 
determining an interference level met by (Col. 5, line 43; Va , Vn), modifying said preset criteria 
met by (Col. 5, line 55-57; note, V re f modifies preset threshold level). 

Regarding claim 14, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 13. Note, V re fi& 
modified if the noise level is either below/above a previous threshold. A new V re fi& adapted to 
the previously determined interference level, so that the presence of a signal can be determined 
in a noisy environment. 

Regarding claim 15, Nakano discloses vehicle security system met by (Fig. 8), vehicle 
mounted access control component met by (Fig. 8; 200), authentication element met by (Fig. 8; 
100), access control component periodically transmits interrogation signal met by (Col. 2, lines 
51-56; note, presence and absence of RF signal & Fig. 4), receipt by authentication element 
within operational range met by (Col. 1, lines 32-35; note, passive systems operate with 
proximity), transmitting authentication signal met by (Fig. 9; SC), access control component 
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generates signal met by (Fig. 8; 200, 204) for securing or releasing a vehicle access component 
met by (Fig. 8; 220), only in response to receipt authentication signal that satisfies present 
criteria met by (Col. 6, lines 62-67 & Col. 7, lines 1-5; note, SC), authentication element includes 
a null period measuring device met by (Fig. 9; 116; Col. 5, lines 41-45; note, RF signal is absent; 
Fig. 3), and based on applied field strength measured by null period measuring device preset 
criteria are modified met by (Col. 5, line 55-57; note, V re f modifies preset threshold level). 

Regarding claim 16, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 15. Note, V re /is 
modified if the noise level is either below/above a previous threshold. A new V re fis adapted to 
the determined interference level, so that the presence of a signal can be determined in a noisy 
environment. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claim 12 is allowed. 

7. Claims 8-11 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

8. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
Regarding claim 12, the independent claim recites "the adapted threshold value is 

transmitted over the access authorization communications channel to the access control 
component by means of an authentication element locating means in order to be taken into 
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account by the authentication elemen t locating means during subsequent position-determining 
processes for the authentication element." This along with the rest of the claimed limitations is 
not shown by the prior art. 

Regarding claims 8-11, dependent claim 8 recites "when there is an interference level 
above the predetermined threshold value it rejects subsequent interrogation signals from the 
access control component." This along with dependent claims 9-11 is not shown by the prior art. 
Nakano does not disclose rejecting subsequent interrogation signals from the controller. Nakano 
discloses a system that can respond to an interrogation signal from the controller in extreme 
interference environments, not rejecting subsequent interrogations. 



Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian Wilson whose telephone number is (571)270-5884. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Thursday from 8-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel Wu can be reached on (571)272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
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system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/BPW/ 



/Daniel Wu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2612 



